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Pear Howard, 

la today's heavy mall there la your note of the 16th, the Kelley/Carolyn letter 
and the piece on Side which I'll read with care later. * 

la I expected., it having been dearly signalled, the Judge ruled against 100* 
of the evidence and against us and rewr o t e the law Whil e charging us with ungentle* 
manly conduct la proving p e rjur y and Ignoring the repetitious perjury. Ve have ordered 
the transarlpt. X expected what he did the first! a ho a n ce 1 had to observe tala but 
not the e xtrem e to which ha did it. Xn the end that may be helpful. 

Z did get what ia prepare seated as all the BAA. stuff. It can't be but for the 
moment there is nothing you should do about it. The beat bet is to oarry this oaae 
through and we'U do It. Som eh ow, that 1st 

Ve have a record nobody can duplicate. Should we In the end not prevail I'll 
ask to be heard by Congress. But that is far a he ad. 

X know their backstop position and X'm w el tin g for it if we win at some stage 
and they do not appeal. 

there are several apporachos to Kelley without doing the legal research. One 
is practise, that the FBI did not withhold handwritten statements but made them 
fMaly available, (ho not specify.) Another is that they made changes in soma of these 
statements without indicating they had made changes to the VC* Still another is 
that these handwritten statements have been widely pu b li sh ed in facsimile without 
any such protest as the FBI sow registers. 8JU1 another la that the FBI r e p o rts are 
contradictory to what Mrs. Arnold's affidavit mays, the re f or e the lntegroty of the 
FBI la involved end you would hope he would be anxious to resolve any doubt m this 
score. Still another is that they were the agents of the Coraii salon and it imposed 
no such restriction. And that there lo no provision of the law authorising it. There 
la In this ease e direct contradiction and with the FBI's history of altering these 
statements you feel that the FBI'a interest and that of truth as well as Mrs. 

Arnold's should lapel him to resolve this question* particularly because you regard 
the inference that you would undertake to counterfeit her signature as an unwarranted 
Haidar. If you oan do it without being offensive yourself I'd note that In all these 
years after all these facsimile xqn reprodiotiana of so much hadarritlng no suah 
allegation has ever been made. Perhaps that it comes with partfcfcolarly poor grace from 
the FBI when there were aaqy such pages thatbwere leaked when the FBI had the 
originals* Ion oould go farther mad say the FBI had to investigate, found that sow 
Of tfato was done for ooa merol al end personal profit and then once it had proven this 
filed no ohargeo. (it was, naturally, with ISO's stuff and for prejudicial pub* 
lioty. But 1 do have the reports.) I'd laen on him heavily but politely. ( 

I'm glad you are doing this. ?ou may recall that I started to and wasn't able 
to ca rr y It through. 

One of the advantages of this approach is the education it may give Kalley and 
others new to thiacea. If the want to loam. I do it with affidavits all tha time. 

It helps makes a record. 

Vbsn you are here again I think you'll want to go over the o ample to files in the 
loot two suits. Xou are partly familiar with next to the last from W IT. Ve went 
a little farther this tins. And bald enough book for new chargee before the court of 
appeals. There ia tha reoonaandation of lta ea r lier panel, you mey recall. 

I BB as anxious as I oan be to keep the nuts as detached as possible. 


hastily, 


